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We are very gratified to learn that the State Committee is 
willing to allow some claims in this liquid carbon dioxide 
case. Pat Aument and I have looked at the claims proposed 
and have certain reservations or comments: 

1. In Claim 1 the term "volatile organic liquid" does not 
seem to apply to carbon dioxide, at least in English trans¬ 
lation. We tried to make this distinction in citing Moser 
et al. 3,524,452 and Frederickson 3,524,451. The work 
"organic” could be deleted from the claim without any real 

change in-its meaning. 

2. Claim 3 should read "under a pressure of 0 to 0.703 kg/cm 2 ." 
(We assume that gauge pressure is intended, since that was 

used in claims in the US case.) Ten pounds per sq. in. 
pressure (0.703 kg/cm 2 ) was given as a maximum expansion 
chamber pressure, but operation has been more usually at or 
near atmospheric pressure (0 gauge pressure). Possibly the 
Committee thought that this was absolute pressure and was re¬ 
luctant to allow such a range. 
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